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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

On lines 8-10 the active call processing device sends a copy of the call 
requests to the inactive and active call processing device. How can the active 
call processing device send a copy to itself? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, and 6-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Manning (US 5,909,427) in view of Kasper (US 6,941 ,391). 

Re claims 1-3: 

(Re claim 1 and 3) Manning discloses "two call processing devices, 
wherein one of the two call processing devices is active and the other one of the 
two call processing devices is inactive" (Col. 2 lines 61-64 "Background switch 
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control module. ..operates in the background and serves as a redundant module 
in the event that foreground switch control module. ..fails or is taken out of 
service"), "and the active one of the two call processing devices received a call 
request and generates a routing instruction", (Re claim 3) "[sending] a copy of the 
plurality of call requests to the inactive call processing device", and (Re claim 1 
and 3) "an interconnecting means for connecting the two call processing devices" 
(Col. 3 lines 1-4 "Each I/O module provides this information to the inputs of a 
foreground switch fabric... of foreground switch control module and background 
switch control module" where the "active" and "inactive call processing devices" 
are interconnected through the I/O module and Col. 3 lines 7-9 "the 
communication information provided by each I/O module is properly routed or 
mapped to the appropriate destination"), "at least two port network controllers 
interfacing with the two call processing devices" (Figure 1 where the I/O module, 
reference numbers 14-18, are the "port network controllers" and reference 
numbers 10 and 12 are the two call processing devices), and a "port network 
controller [processing] the call routing instruction" (Col. 3 lines 65-67 "cell flow 
processor... uses TSPP...to process the information" where the cell flow 
processor is part of the I/O module as shown in Figure 1 with reference 38). 

Manning does not explicitly disclose "a means for assigning one of the at 
least two port network controllers as the master port network controller" and "a 
token bus interconnecting the at least two port network controllers, wherein one 
of the at least two port network controllers request a token and the one of the at 
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least two port network controllers that receives the token is the master port 
network controller." 

Kasper (US 6,941,391) discloses (Re claims 1-3) "a means for assigning 
one of the at least two port network controllers as the master port network 
controller" and "a token bus interconnecting the at least two port network 
controllers" (Col. 6 lines 18-19 "the controller... negotiates to become a bus 
master" and Figure 1 where multiple "port network controllers", reference 40, are 
shown connected on a bus, reference 42), "wherein one of the at least two port 
network controllers request a token and the one of the at least two port network 
controllers that receives the token is the master port network controller" (Col. 7 
lines 62-66 "The host only gives the controller... ownership of descriptors... when 
it has one or more frames ready for transmission" where the descriptor is a 
"token" and as stated earlier, the controller negotiates for the "token" or 
descriptor). 

Manning and Kasper are analogous because they both pertain to network 
communications. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Manning to include the above limitations as taught by 
Kasper in order "to determine which of the candidate control points is currently 
providing management functions" (Glowny US 5,758,052 Col.1 lines 39-41). 
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Re claim 4: 

Manning discloses "a communication channel interconnecting the two or 
more port network controllers to the active call processing device and the inactive 
call processing device" (Figure 1 reference 42 and 40, where these are the type 
of connections between the call processing device and the port network 
controller and Figure 2), "wherein the active call processing sends the plurality of 
call routing instructions to the master port network controller via the 
communication channel" (Col. 5-6 lines 66-67 and 1-2 "first I/O serial data signal 
40, as provided at the output of the foreground switch fabric 26, is a 
communication cell that is provided to the designated I/O module" where the 
reference numbers are from Figure 1). 
Re claim 6-9: 

Manning discloses (Re claim 6 and 9) "active call processing devices 
connected to an inactive call processing device via a communication link" (Col. 3 
lines 1-4 "Each I/O module provides this information to the inputs of a foreground 
switch fabric... of foreground switch control module and background switch 
control module" where the "active" and "inactive" call processing devices are 
interconnected through the I/O module), "the active call processing device 
[processing] a plurality of call requests and [transmitting] a plurality of call routing 
instructions over a channel to a plurality of port network controllers" and (Re 
claim 6,7, and 9) "sending a second instruction from the inactive call processing 
to a second one of the plurality of port network controllers" (Col. 3 lines 7-9 "the 
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communication information provided by each I/O module is properly routed or 
mapped to the appropriate destination" where the instruction can be sent from 
the "active" or "inactive call processing device"). 

Manning does not explicitly disclose "instructing the at least one of the 
plurality of the plurality of port network controllers to operate as the master port 
network controller; sending at least one request for a token from the at least one 
of the plurality of port network controllers that received the at least one 
instruction; and giving the token to one of the at least one of the plurality of port 
network controllers that sent the at least one request for a token, wherein the one 
of the plurality of port network controllers that receives the token operates as the 
master port network controller." 

Kasper discloses (Re claim 6 and 9) "instructing the at least one of the 
plurality of the plurality of port network controllers to operate as the master port 
network controller" (Col. 6 lines 18-19 "the controller... negotiates to become a 
bus master"), (Re claim 6,8, and 9) "sending at least one request for a token from 
the at least one of the plurality of port network controllers that received the at 
least one instruction" (Col. 7 lines 37-39 "The host... is obligated to read a master 
interrupt register (MIR) in order to surmise the specific port issuing the signal" 
where any of the port network controllers can send a request), (Re claim 6 and 9) 
"and giving the token to one of the at least one of the plurality of port network 
controllers that sent the at least one request for a token, wherein the one of the 
plurality of port network controllers that receives the token operates as the 
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master port network controller" (Col. 7 lines 62-67 "The host only gives the 
controller... ownership of descriptors... when it has one or more frames ready for 
transmission" where the descriptor is a "token" and once the descriptor is 
received, the controller is "the master port network controller"). 

Manning and Kasper are analogous because they both pertain to network 
communications. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Manning to include the above limitations as taught by 
Kasper in order "to determine which of the candidate control points is currently 
providing management functions" (Glowny US 5,758,052 Col.1 lines 39-41). 
5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Manning 
in view of Kasper as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of Chrabaszcz (US 
6,701,453). 

As discussed above, Manning in view of Kasper meets all the limitations of 
the parent claims. 

Manning in view of Kasper does not explicitly disclose "a communication 
link interconnecting the inactive call processing device and the active call 
processing, wherein when the communication link fails the inactive call 
processing device transitions to an active state." 

Chrabaszcz discloses "a communication link interconnecting the inactive 
call processing device and the active call processing, wherein when the 
communication link fails the inactive call processing device transitions to an 
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active state" (Col. 15 lines 7-8 "the backup server continually monitors the LAN 
communication between itself and the primary server" and lines 22-24,45, and 46 
"if this determination is in the affirmative i.e., that the primary server is no longer 
responding to the secondary server's NCP packets, then. ..the second server 
mounts the object i.e., physically assumes control over the object" where a failure 
in the link between the primary and secondary server would result in the primary 
server not responding to the communication of the secondary server, thus 
causing the second server to transition into "an active state"). 

Manning in view of Kasper and Chrabaszcz are analogous because they 
all pertain to network communications. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Manning in view of Chrabaszcz to meet the above 
limitations in order to provide "a fault tolerant system" (Chrabaszcz Col. 3 line 
19). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Quarles (US 5,996,001) and Busschbach (US 6,202,170) show a 
system with an active and inactive call processing device. Jensen (US App. 
2002/0186653) shows picking a mast port network controller. Traeger (US 5,978,569) 
shows requesting a token. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohammad S. Adhami whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8615. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571)272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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